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“Unless we establish some form of world government, it will not be possible for us to avert a World War III in the future.”

Winston Churchill, 1945

“Human society can be saved only by Universalism.”

Emery Reves, The Anatomy of Peace, 1945

“Mankind can be saved only if a supranational system, based on law, is created to eliminate the methods of brute force.”

Albert Einstein, 1950

“History is now choosing the founders of the World Federation. Any person who can be among that number and fails to do so has lost the noblest opportunity of a lifetime.”

Carl van Doren





To the Presidents of the USA, China, the Russian Federation and the EU, who as a quartet could lay this introduction to a United Federation of the World, a democratic, partially-federal World State, before the UN General Assembly and request a World Constitutional Convention (see this page, this page, this page, this page, this page, this page and this page).
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Author’s Note

The World Government (2010) was, I believe, a ground-breaking, pioneering work. It was subtitled ‘A Blueprint for a Universal World State’. As a work of philosophical Universalism it was necessarily to some extent exploratory, and focused on the process of arriving at a World State.

Since then I have been awarded the Gusi Peace Prize for Literature and in my acceptance speech in Manila have called for a democratic World State. World State (2018) is subtitled ‘Introduction to the United Federation of the World’, a ‘democratically-elected World Government’ that ‘can replace the UN’, and is more straightforward and more of a presentation of a finished idea. It seeks to offer an objective, definitive and authoritative account. It inevitably overlaps with the earlier book in places, and I have deliberately not sought to amend overlapping passages that still hold good and do not need updating, on which I cannot improve.

I have prepared a Constitution for the United Federation of the World, which is being published separately by O-Books in 2018.

To the memory of Truman, Einstein, Churchill, Eisenhower, Russell, Gandhi, J.F. Kennedy and Gorbachev, who all called for a democratically-elected World State following the first atomic bombs and in whose tradition I may be the only Western literary author to follow. I am grateful again to my publisher John Hunt, who urged me to present my political Universalism in an authoritative work on a coming World State and whose penetrating, perspicacious vision has again seen the way forward. And I am again grateful to my PA Ingrid Kirk, who has again kept up with my gruelling pace and the vastness of this project and whose research has helped me assemble the data in the appendices.





Prologue

The Need for a World State

A World State is “a state comprising the whole world; a state possessing world-power” (Shorter Oxford English Dictionary). There has never been such a state, and although there have been attempts to create one we are used to nation-states and so a state comprising the whole world seems difficult to imagine. Yet our television cameras take us to the United Nations and show us the representatives of all nations in the UN General Assembly.

A Democratic World State and its Early Supporters

A democratic World State’s lower house will resemble the UN General Assembly. It will be a Parliamentary Assembly representing all nations like the UN General Assembly, and indeed will possibly initially meet in the great hall of the UN General Assembly.

However, unlike the UN General Assembly it will have a partly-federal, partly-supranational structure that will allow nation-states to be internally independent. Through its federal power it will impose disarmament; abolish war, famine, disease and poverty; and govern the world in accordance with internationalist thinking and principles. It will run the world for the benefit of humankind and will bring peace and prosperity to all.

This book is about a State that will cover the whole world and exercise world-power. The two atomic bombs dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki in Japan in 1945 shocked and appalled the world, and many of the world’s leaders and prominent men called for such a democratic World-State.

President Harry S. Truman was among the first, in 1945:


It will be just as easy for nations to get along in a republic of the world as it is for you to get along in the republic of the United States. When Kansas and Colorado have a quarrel over the water in the Arkansas River, they don’t call out the National Guard in each state and declare war over it. They bring a suit in the Supreme Court of the United States and abide by the decision. There isn’t a reason in the world why we can’t do that internationally.

Dedication of war memorial in Omaha, Nebraska on 5 June 1948



Winston Churchill, Prime Minister of the UK, called for a democratic World State in 1945:


Unless we establish some form of world government, it will not be possible for us to avert a World War III in the future.



Also:


Unless some effective world supergovernment for the purpose of preventing war can be set up … the prospects for peace and human progress are dark … If … it is found possible to build a world organization of irresistible force and inviolable authority for the purpose of securing peace, there are no limits to the blessings which all men enjoy and share.



Albert Einstein, whose scientific papers contributed to the splitting of the atom and therefore the explosion of the atomic bomb, added his voice in 1945:


There is no salvation for civilization, or even the human race, other than the creation of a world government.



Also:


A world government with powers adequate to guarantee security is not a remote ideal for the distant future. It is an urgent necessity if our civilization is to survive.



And in 1946:


A world government must be created which is able to solve conflicts between nations by judicial decision. This government must be based on a clear-cut constitution which is approved by the governments and nations and which gives it the sole disposition of offensive weapons.1



The philosopher Bertrand Russell spoke in 1946:


It is entirely clear that there is only one way in which great wars can be permanently prevented, and that is the establishment of an international government with a monopoly of serious armed force.2



And:


A scientific world society cannot be stable unless there is a world government.3



Also:


Our goal should be the creation of a world government.



The Indian leader Mahatma Gandhi was of the same view in 1947:


I would not like to live in this world if it is not to be one world.4



Atomic scientists through a 1948 UN Resolution supported their view:


The emergency committee of atomic scientists, having explored for two years all means other than world government for making responsible the control of atomic energy [meaning nuclear weapons, really, and by implication, all weapons of mass destruction], has become convinced that no other method than world government can be expected to prove effective, and that the attainment of world government is therefore the most urgent problem now facing mankind.



In 1955 Russell and Einstein made common cause in their call for world peace in the Russell-Einstein Manifesto:


We invite this Congress, and through it the scientists of the world and the general public, to subscribe to the following resolution: ‘In view of the fact that in any future world war nuclear weapons will certainly be employed, and that such weapons threaten the continued existence of mankind, we urge the governments of the world to realise, and to acknowledge publicly, that their purpose cannot be furthered by a world war, and we urge them, consequently, to find peaceful means for the settlement of all matters of dispute between them.’5



Subsequently other prominent people called for a democratic World State.

President Dwight D. Eisenhower added his voice:


The world no longer has a choice between force and law; if civilization is to survive, it must choose the rule of law.



And:


We have been warned by the power of modern weapons that peace may be the only climate possible for human life itself…. There must be law, steadily invoked and respected, for without law, the world promises only such meagre justice as the pity of the strong upon the weak.



Jawaharlal Nehru, the first Prime Minister of India, called for the world to unite:


Either the world will unite or it will perish.



John F. Kennedy called for a world-wide law:


We must create … world-wide law and law enforcement as we outlaw world-wide war and weapons.



Ronald Reagan echoed Kennedy in his address to the UN General Assembly on 26 September 1983:


Our goals are the same as those of the UN’s founders, who sought to replace a world at war with one where the rule of the law would prevail, where human rights were honoured, where development would blossom, where conflict would give way to freedom from violence.



And more recently Mikhail Gorbachev expressed the same sentiment:


There is an increasing awareness of the need for some form of global government.



Pope John Paul II also envisaged a World State:


The international community should support a system of laws to regularise international relations and maintain the peace in the same manner that law governs national order.



In 1946 Einstein saw the need for new thinking to take humankind beyond nationalism to supranationalism:


A new type of thinking is essential if mankind is to survive and move toward higher levels. The fundamental problems we face cannot be solved at the same level of thinking with which we created them.6



New thinking in Europe and America

Europe implemented this new thinking regarding a democratic World State immediately after the war. Churchill called for a United States of Europe at Zurich University on 19 September 1946:


We must build a kind of United States of Europe…. We must recreate the European family in a regional structure called, it may be, the United States of Europe, and the first practical step will be to form a Council of Europe.



And from 1946 to 2016 Europe enjoyed 70 years of peace after being riven by wars between nation-states every 30 years or so for two thousand years – through conflicts between the Romans and the Gauls and the Germanic tribes, the Anglo-Saxons, the Normans and the wars of the Middle Ages – and most recently in 1870, 1914 and 1939. Devised by Jean Monnet in conjunction with the Council on Foreign Relations in the early 1920s, first the European Economic Community and the Common Market, then the European Community and most recently the European Union and the Single Market implemented and progressively constructed a European system of governance that brought peace and prosperity to the EU’s 510 million out of Europe’s 739 million citizens and absorbed 28 member states with another 22 waiting to join, making 50 in all:


28 members of the EU: Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, the UK (which in March 2017 triggered Article 50 to leave the EU).

22 states not yet members of the EU: Albania, Andorra, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Georgia, Iceland, Kazakhstan (Kazakhstan’s bilateral agreement with the EU secures Kazakhstan’s common foreign policy and trade relations with the EU), Kosovo, Liechtenstein, Macedonia, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Norway, Russia, San Marino, Serbia, Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine.7



America also implemented this new thinking in the 1960s. An American-led New World Order called for a world government of free liberal democracies. It was advanced by Nelson Rockefeller, who had called for world federalism in his The Future of Federalism (1962), claiming that current events demand a “New World Order”, “a federal structure of the free world”, and echoed by Richard Nixon in 1967 and by George Bush Sr on 11 September 1990 after the pulling-down of the Berlin Wall and the end of the Cold War (“a New World Order can emerge”), and used secrecy and deception. The New World Order favoured liberal interventionism to overthrow the dictatorships of the Middle East and Asia. It worked to create a world-wide liberal democracy and sought to cover the earth with oil and natural-gas pipelines. These pipelines benefited élitist families who were more interested in making fortunes for themselves than in benefiting humankind, and who were responsible for many local wars. My view of a World State has no truck with these élitist families.8

Populism and Nationalism

The rise of populism in Europe and America in 2016 challenged the European and American élitist Establishment, which was entrenched on both sides of the Atlantic. In Europe populism took the form of a revolt against the EU and the flow of refugees from wars in East Asia, the Middle East and North Africa which threatened livelihoods. Populists called for anti-immigrant nationalistic policies and challenged supranationalism. There was a similar revolt against the US Establishment that saw Trump come to power. ‘UK First’ policies in the UK and ‘America First’ policies in the US (whose Statue of Liberty symbolised America’s welcoming of immigrants) sought to strengthen nation-states’ borders with walls and block the free movement of peoples.

European populism spread to the ‘France First’ policies of the neo-Fascist Front National of Marine Le Pen, the ‘Netherlands First’ policies of the Party for Freedom of Geert Wilders (who did not win the Dutch election), the ‘Italy First’ policies of Five Star, the ‘Germany First’ policies of the Alternative for Germany (AfG) party and the ‘Hungary First’ policies of the Fidesz party. Populism’s roots in Fascism, itself a ‘national socialism’ (a combination of ultra-nationalism and improving the people’s working and social conditions), were pointed out by the Archbishop of Canterbury. The eurozone was divided between rich northern states like Germany and indebted southern states such as Greece, Italy, Portugal and Spain.

Although all the anti-Establishment parties had relatively minor support and it was statistically unlikely that they would take power like Trump, it seemed the EU might collapse before the UK had completed its exit, that there would be no EU from which the UK could exit. A European Golden Age looked as if it might disintegrate into a new Dark Age, and the feeling among supranationalist defenders of the European Union seemed elegiac. As at the end of Camelot, a noble Arthurian world seemed as if it was coming to an end.

Revival of calls for a democratic World State

As a result of this populist and nationalistic revolt against supranationalism, the 20th-century calls for a democratic World State are no longer heard. Today I believe I am the only Western literary author and thinker to continue the tradition of those 20th-century calls. I called for a democratic World State in my acceptance speech when I received the Gusi Peace Prize for Literature in Manila in November 2016.9 In that speech I pointed out that since 1945 the United Nations has failed to prevent 162 wars10 and the manufacture of (at the time, autumn 2016) 15,375 nuclear weapons, a total that had fallen to 14,900 in spring 2017 (see Appendix C9):11


In my lifetime I’ve seen the world go through a miserable period and we could be heading for a Third World War. Since 1945 the UN has failed to prevent 162 wars – 162 wars – and the world has accumulated 15,375 nuclear weapons: 15,375 nuclear weapons. There were none when I was born. In my books I’ve tried to analyse what’s gone wrong, and find solutions. I’ve concluded that ideally we need a democratic World State with the nation-states staying as they are and a partly-federal government that’s strong enough to prevent wars and control nuclear weapons. The present United Nations lacks overall authority, and nation-states go to war too readily.

The first two atomic bombs left many international figures in shock and calling for such a democratic peace-bringing World State. These included Churchill, Truman, Einstein and Eisenhower. I have the same vision, and so I’m carrying on this call in my works.

As I see it, the UN General Assembly could eventually be turned into a lower house of democratically-elected Representatives in a partly-federal government that includes a World Senate, as set out in my work The World Government. I see the UN eventually becoming a UF, a United Federation. A UF.

Such new thinking could create a world government with enough authority to abolish war, enforce disarmament and alleviate famine, disease and poverty.



However, there were signs of a reawakening regarding the need for some sort of world government. There was now an increasing feeling among many that, with Europe under threat, the noble supranational European idea should be applied to the world, and a revival of calls for a strong central authority could be detected in the international reactions to IS (Islamic State), or Daesh. It was asserted that IS had captured 40 tonnes of nuclear material from Mosul University and was trying to convert it into a ‘dirty’ bomb that could be delivered by drone and contaminate a Western capital with radioactive material, creating Western refugees.12 President Obama was so worried about this prospect that he summoned 50 Western leaders to a conference in Washington from 31 March to 1 April 2016, and asked them what they would do if a drone-borne dirty-bomb spread nuclear material on their territory.13 IS was defeated in Mosul in July 2017.

Threat of a Third World War

There was talk of the world’s being on the verge of a Third World War. It looked as if a proxy Third World War had already broken out in the Middle East, with the superpowers on opposite sides and fighting each other through intermediaries. If a new front opened with a Russian invasion of the Baltic states of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania then there would be a World War on two fronts – a Baltic front as well as a Middle-Eastern front – and technically the Third World War, a world war on more than one front, would have broken out. The retreat of European states into the nation-statehood of the past brought no solutions to the world’s problems, and a democratic World State, a State covering the whole world and exercising world-power, is much needed today.

In each region of the world humankind lives under the threat of war and annihilation, and the lives of many are blighted by famine, disease and poverty, especially in parts of Africa, Asia and South America.

Dream of a strong supranational authority

There seems to be a recognition that there should be a stronger central authority than the UN so that wars can be stopped, including the interventionist wars involving pipelines in Afghanistan (the Trans-Afghan Pipeline from the Turkmen Dauletabad fields through Afghanistan to Multan in Pakistan and then India); in Iraq (the Kirkuk–Haifa pipeline); and in Syria (the Qatar–Jordan–Syria–Turkey pipeline and the Iran–Syria pipeline).

Under a stronger central authority full nuclear disarmament can happen, and there can be global drives on famine, disease, poverty and global warming to benefit the lives of all humankind. To achieve this there must be supranational planning, and so the UN General Assembly needs to be turned into the lower house of a World State with democratically-elected representatives. Supranationalist supporters of Europe who are bruised by the populist movement’s successes may now look beyond Europe to the world itself and throw their weight behind a movement that can bring all 193 nation-states under one global governance with democratically-elected representatives.

An objective study of history’s civilizations shows that ‘sovereign’ nation-states are competitive and self-interested, and that their obsession with borders and walls inevitably leads to war as wars begin out of fear. Einstein understood this:


As long as there are sovereign nations possessing great power, war is inevitable.



And:


With all my heart I believe that the world’s present system of sovereign nations can only lead to barbarism, war and inhumanity, and that only World law can assure progress towards a civilized peaceful community.



Dr Sarvepalli Radhakrishnan, the second President of India, grasped that some sovereignty must be surrendered to achieve a World State:


There will be one central authority to which the instruments of coercion will be surrendered and a fraction of the sovereignty of independent nation-states will have to be given up for the security of the whole world.



Jan Tinbergen, Nobel Laureate in Economic Sciences, saw the need for a World State:


Mankind’s problems can no longer be solved by national governments. What is needed is a world government.



The next few years may see the beginning of a general disillusionment with nation-states as Trump’s ban on immigrants is seen to be unconstitutional, reactionary and not conducive to economic growth while Brexit nation-statism is seen to lead to a lowering of living standards. It may become very evident that the solutions to the world’s problems of wars, disarmament, famine, disease, poverty and global warming can be found through a co-operative democratic World State rather than economic self-interest, protectionism and isolationism.

Political Universalism

My championing of a World State came out of my philosophy. In The New Philosophy of Universalism I set out Universalism, which sees the universe and humankind as a unity in terms of several disciplines. I maintain that history should be about the history of humankind as a whole and all civilizations; that philosophy should be about humankind’s place in the universe; that literature should be about the fundamental theme of world literature, which I stated in A New Philosophy of Literature; and that international politics and statecraft should be about humankind as a political unity – in other words, a democratic World State. It was appropriate that, to show that a World State can be created, when chairing the World Philosophical Forum’s Constitutional Convention in 2015 I brought in a World State, the Universal State of the Earth.14

Political Universalism holds that all humankind can be organised under a World State and that this is the best structure for solving the world’s problems, which have not been solved by nation-states and the UN. The UN is ‘inter-national’, and hosts meetings of nation-states, some of which have vetoes, and it has no supranational power to impose an abolition of war and an enforcement of disarmament. Political Universalism sees a stronger authority running the world. The League of Nations was seen to have failed when the Second World War broke out, and its replacement the United Nations may now be seen to have failed as the war in Syria has lasted longer than the First and Second World Wars and seems to have no end in sight; and as according to many a Third World War has already begun. Political Universalism sees the UN as being replaced by a ‘UF’, a United Federation of the World.

Despite populist nationalism, political Universalism has our world-wide lifestyle on its side. Air travel, satellite television and instant communications via the internet have all brought humankind together. Globalisation – the expansion of global linkages, the organisation of social life and trade on a global scale and the growth of a global consciousness – has spread and integrated different countries’ ideas, values, norms, behaviour and ways of life. The way the world is linked is Universalist, and our globalised way of life, with goods coming from China and all parts of the world, lends itself to a Universalist political structure.

In short, the time of the World State is approaching and the concept and model of the World State can be expected to receive increasingly serious attention in the next two decades. Hence this objective study.

Surprisingly there has been no accessible study of the concept of a World State until my pioneering (and therefore necessarily tentative) book The World Government (2010). This current book describes the evolution of the World State, the longings for it and attempts to impose it by force, and the nation-states’ failures that have made it possible. It sets out the World State’s supranationalist identity; the new structure it requires which goes beyond the structures of the UN and regional unions; and its ideal form, supranationalist structure and agenda. It seeks to be sufficiently comprehensive and authoritative to last for several decades while a coming World State can be formed. This book is therefore a manifesto for a World State, and implementing its principles can unite humankind and bring in a Golden Age of peace and prosperity.





PART ONE

Beyond the Nation-State

Nationalism is an infantile disease. It is the measles of mankind.

Albert Einstein, 19291





1

Transient Forms of Government and the Drift towards a World State

There are many histories of the 193 individual nation-states that are members of the United Nations. There are few histories that show the rise and fall of all civilizations and consider how a World State might emerge. (Toynbee’s A Study of History and my own The Rise and Fall of Civilizations are two of these.) There are no histories that show humankind as a whole drifting in one direction from the primitive to globalisation like a river flowing towards the open sea: humankind advancing from simple family groupings to tribal states, to more complex city-states, to feudal baronial states, to nation-states with national governments to colonial empires and colonies, to confederations and federations, to regional organisations and eventually widening into a World State.

Transient Old Forms of Government

Homo sapiens sapiens emerged from Africa less than 100,000 years ago and probably between 70,000 and 50,000 years ago (after 13 previous species of Homo and a previous 9 intermediate forms), and co-existed with Cro-Magnon man who occupied the Dordogne until c.10,000BC.

Tribal states

In Neolithic times (c.10,200–4500/2000BC) there were groups of families, and from at least c.10,000BC the tribe emerged, a loose association of families who were nomadic. They wandered the steppes seeking new pastures for their domesticated animals, and they fought other tribes and conquered their territories. A conquering tribe imposed its leadership on the tribes it subjugated, and the first primitive government was within the tribe.

Subjugated tribes could continue as they were, so long as they acknowledged the victorious tribe’s leadership. Tribes therefore exercised loose control over their subjects, and in some tribal states tribes negotiated how they would be governed. At some stage nomads began to settle in villages as farmers.

The Celtic tribes emerged. In the UK there were Celtic tribal states: the Trinovantes, the Catuvellauni and the Iceni (who resisted the Roman occupation under Boudicca).

City-states

Primitive government had become enmeshed in primitive religion, which had expressed itself in shamanism and the painting of animals in dark caves. This can be traced back to c.40,000BC. Tribal leaders encouraged primitive religion as it strengthened their control of their tribes.

A more sophisticated form of government came into being within city-states. Tribes had been brought together round religious buildings as in early Sumer. The Sumerians appeared c.3500BC and by 2500BC built ziggurats, stepped towers surmounted by a temple, man-made mountains from which they practised their religion. Tribes came from far and wide and camped round these religious buildings, and primitive cities were formed that were really enlarged villages. Their tribal leader turned himself into a monarch and ruled by one-man rule.

Over time he became a priest-king who led religious rites that brought rain and guaranteed good crops and harvests. Village councils practised division of labour, and tribal villagers specialised as warriors, farmers, tax collectors and priests who protected their city from attacks and natural disasters. Fields were cultivated and agriculture was settled round the city-states. In Sumerian cities there were arguments as to which city owned the nearby water of the river Tigris and the river Euphrates. Nomads envied the wealth of the new cities and stormed their walls.

The Greek city-states had monarchies ruled by tribal kings. Over time they developed into military aristocracies and plutocracies, and democracies. There were conflicts between the aristocratic, plutocratic and democratic factions within city-states, and different Greek city-states had different emphases. Athens became a democratic power whereas Sparta remained an aristocratic power, and the Peloponnesian Wars of 431–404BC between Athens and Sparta represented a collision between these two rival forms of government that weakened the Athenian Empire and Greek power.

Rome’s city-state also had conflicts between aristocratic, plutocratic and democratic factions. It was referred to as res publica, a “public thing”, and its legislative Senate was at first drawn from the aristocratic classes, but eventually from all classes of citizens. The unity of the city-state’s factions was advertised in letters on Rome’s buildings and battle standards: “SPQR”, Senatus Populusque Romanus, the Senate and the People of Rome. The city-state’s executive power was invested in two consuls, and after the end of the Republic it was headed by divine Caesar, who commanded the legions, the military. By the 3rd century AD Italian city-states were heavily taxed by the imperial administration, and many were eventually bankrupted. The Roman State and the Church, brought together under Constantine, were eventually separated in Roman law. The Caesars who ruled the Roman Empire became tyrants and the Roman Empire eventually fell to barbarian Visigoths from the steppes.

Baronial states

Now the baronial states came into existence. After the collapse of the Roman Empire barons became crucial to government. There were uprisings by landless peasants and attacks by invaders from neighbouring lands, and day-to-day living was often dangerous. A feudal system evolved in the Frankish kingdom of the 8th century and spread with the Frankish conquests. It came to France, and the Normans brought the system to England.

Under this system all lands were owned by the king. Feudal lords or barons held lands from the king, for which they paid scutage, a tax to the king. A baron “held lands or property from the sovereign or a powerful overlord” (Concise Oxford Dictionary). Barons gave protection in their territory. All had a role in feudal society, and the lord provided safe living conditions. In peacetime landless freemen and small landowners went to the most powerful lord in their neighbourhood and were granted protected shelter. In return their services were required in times of war.

A feudal lord, or baron, had financial, juridical and military sovereignty over his subject’s land, and he had power to tax, try and arm his subjects. A subject gave himself and his land to a lord and received food, shelter and protection; and equipment in times of war. In return he tilled the baron’s soil, paid taxes and fought his battles. Both vassal and lord were bound by their contractual relationship, and the lord, or baron, was a vassal of the king and an aristocrat.

The medieval and Renaissance baronial states were run by kings and their military aristocrats, the barons or feudal armoured lords – warlords – who provided standing armies for kings. The kings were unable to tax for wars like Roman emperors and could not afford armies. There were strong monarchies in England, France and Spain. Trade brought wealth to cities that could be spent on fortifying walls, and the city-state revived in Italy, the Rhineland and Low Countries.

Nation-states

The nation-state was born in West Europe in the 16th–18th centuries. The concepts of the ‘nation’ and ‘state’ were strengthened by the writings of Machiavelli, Bodin and Hobbes, who supported the authority of secular governments against that of the Church. Monarchies became territorial, and kings sought to impose uniformity on their peoples. The English kings fought the Welsh, Scots and Irish to bring them under their sovereign rule. The French kings drove into the Alps, Pyrenees and Rhine valley. The Spanish kings forced Christianity on their Jewish and Moorish subjects. Absolute monarchs made royal decrees that were administered by a class of bookkeepers, letter-writers and analysts, a new bureaucracy.

In the 17th and 18th centuries absolutist monarchies fell. In England the absolutist monarchy became a constitutional monarchy with an executive, legislature and judiciary and eventually an electorate. In France the absolutist monarchy became a republic whose monarch-free structure brought the nation-state to maturity. In America the Constitution opened the way to liberal democracy. In all three countries the idea of the sovereign nation-state was reinforced. Nation-states received their power from their peoples to protect their citizens, guarantee their safety and maintain law and order.

Nation-states have been able to develop societies and economies in which democracies can grow. A state is unified, there is national self-assertion and a constitution is established that gives control over the government. Nation-states tend not to increase their territory and so their trade, industries and capital investment lead to economic prosperity in which a civil and cultural identity becomes nationality. The source of the legitimacy of a nation-state’s political system is its nationality. A list of the 193 nation-states is in Appendix C4.

Colonial empires and colonies

Twelve of the European nation-states developed colonial empires whose colonies were a new form of government. The British, French, German, Dutch, Belgian, Italian, Spanish, Portuguese, Danish, Swedish, Russian and Ottoman nation-states all set up colonies and empires in the Americas, Africa, Asia, Oceania and many other parts of the world. These started in the 16th century in Latin America and continued in the 17th century in America and in the 18th and 19th centuries, when India became an empire. These colonial territories were throwbacks to the early Phoenician and Greek colonies and the Roman coloniae. In all these colonies, the colonial power pumped money to a colony’s leadership and in return transferred its natural resources for use in its own country. The benefits colonies acquired from the arrangement varied, but in some colonies and empires the people lived in poverty and derived little or no benefit from the colonial contract, which merely enriched the few who surrounded the leadership.

The colonialist and imperialist nation-state was nationalist. It asserted its nation-statehood against other nations in imperial competition, and its competing ambitions led to war. While these colonialist and imperialist constitutional monarchies and republics vied for empire, some European nation-states turned totalitarian. The 20th-century totalitarian dictatorships of Stalin and Hitler embodied government by constraint of largely unconsenting peoples. Such dictatorships were copied in smaller states, especially during the Cold War between the USSR and the West.

In the 20th century clashes between nation-states led to the First and Second World Wars, and to the Cold War, and similar clashes may be taking place in our own time. There are fears that collisions in Syria between Russia, Iran and Turkey on the one hand, and Saudi Arabia, Britain, France, the EU, the US, Qatar and Jordan, with Israel in the background, on the other hand may lead to a wider war, and that, having absorbed Georgia, Crimea and East Ukraine, Russia will re-invade Baltic states such as Estonia. There are fears that incompatibility between the ambitions of nation-states may lead to a Third World War just as incompatible claims of city-states ruined ancient Greece.

New Forms of Regional and Global Governance

During the rise of the nation-states new forms of government have emerged: federations, regional organisations and the functional organisations of global governance, all of which, collectively, indicate a drift towards a World State.

Confederations and federations

A confederation (or confederacy or league) is a union of sovereign states for the purpose of common action in relation to other states. It is an organisation that consists of a number of groups that are united in an alliance or league. One of the first confederations in the West was the Hanseatic League, which was formed in the time of the city-states of the Middle Ages and lasted from the 13th to the 17th centuries. Confederations formed during the rise of nation-states, for example the seven United Provinces of the Netherlands from 1581 to 1795 and the US under the Articles of Confederation from 1781 to 1789. For a full list of confederations see Appendix A1.

A federation is a union of partially-self-governing states or regions under a central (federal) government. A federation unites distinct ethnic, cultural and lingual regions under a common government. Federations began with the US states in 1776 and the US Constitution which was drafted in 1787 and ratified in 1788. The US federation was followed by Switzerland in 1848 and Canada in 1867, both of which began as ‘confederations’ with sovereign provinces (Canada) and cantons (Switzerland) – reflecting the first US Articles of Confederation and Perpetual Union between the States (1777), which was replaced by the second US Constitution in 1787–1788 – and became ‘federations’ when their provinces and cantons lost their sovereign status. Brazil followed in 1889, Australia in 1901 and Austria in 1920. Since then another 20 federations have been formed. The total federations in chronological order of formation are in Appendix A2.

Devolved states are a kind of ‘federation in reverse’. In federal systems the powers of the sub-units of states cannot be withdrawn unilaterally by the central federal government. In devolved states the powers delegated from the central government to a subnational, regional or local level may be temporary and are reversible, and can be withdrawn by the central government. Devolution began with Denmark in 1849. Finland followed in 1919 and the United Kingdom in 1922. Now three of the four constituent countries of the United Kingdom (excluding England) have devolved governments. Since 1922 another 31 devolved states have been formed. The total devolved states in chronological order of formation are in Appendix A3.

Regional organisations

In our time the flow of government has widened into regional organisations. Regional organisations foster co-operation and political and economic integration. They have international memberships with boundaries and have unique geography that confines them to continents or geopolitical economic blocs, and they operate in ways that transcend single nation-states.

Regional organisations began with the Commonwealth of Nations in 1931, followed by the Organization of American States in 1948 and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1949. The European Union or EU, the regional organisation that most immediately comes to mind, began in an earlier form in 1957.

Competing European nation-states had led to two world wars, and the aim of the EU was to prevent yet another European war by enmeshing Germany, France and the other warring European nation-states within peaceful institutions. Following the Monnet Plan, which was developed in conjunction with the US Council on Foreign Relations and announced on 4 December 1945, Winston Churchill in his speech at the University of Zurich on 19 September 1946 called for “a kind of United States of Europe” and declared that the first step was to form “a Council of Europe”.

Amid the chaos of post-war Europe these moves led to a European Economic Community of six members, and now the EU region has its own legal personality and 28 member states (from which the UK has decided to withdraw), with 20 more European nation-states ultimately eligible for membership; potentially 48 member states.1

The regional European Union has kept peace in Europe since 1945 along with NATO, and has reunified Eastern and Western Europe following the collapse of the USSR. It is the only union recognised as being a fully supranational union.

A full list of the world’s 34 regional organisations that, though not supranational unions like the EU, have policies that will lead to similar integration is as follows:


• the African Union (AU): established in 2001, consisting of all 55 nation-states on the African continent totalling 0.85 billion, formerly the Organisation of African Unity (OAU);

• the Arab League (AL): established in 1945, formerly the League of Arab States, consisting of 8 nation-states in North Africa and Arabia totalling 0.423 billion, set to become an Arab Union;

• the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC): established in 1989, consisting of 21 Pacific Rim member nation-states totalling 2.7 billion, growing into an Asian Economic Community and set to pass into an Asia-Pacific Union;

• the Association of Caribbean States (ACS): established in 1994, consisting of 25 member nation-states and 12 associate members totalling 0.237 billion;

• the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN): established in 1967, consisting of 10 nation-states in South-East Asia totalling 0.625 billion;

• the Caribbean Community (CARICOM): established in 1973, having grown out of the Caribbean Free Trade Association (CARIFTA), consisting of 15 Caribbean nation-states and dependencies totalling 0.016 billion, set to become a Caribbean Federation;

• the Central-American Integration System (SICA): established in 1993, consisting of 8 nation-states in Central America totalling 0.51 billion;

• the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO): established in 1992, consisting of 6 post-Soviet nation-states, a military alliance including Russia;

• the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS): established in 1991, consisting of 9 of the 15 former Soviet republics and 2 associate members totalling 0.282 billion, set to become a Russian Union;

• the Commonwealth of Nations: formerly the British Commonwealth, established in 1931, consisting of 52 nation-states, mostly former British colonies, across all continents, totalling 2.3 billion;

• the Community for Democracy and Rights of Nations (CDRN, also known as the Commonwealth of Unrecognised States): established in 2006, consisting of 4 nation-states in the former Soviet Union;

• the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States (Spanish abbreviation, CELAC): established in 2010, consisting of 33 nation-states in the Americas totalling 0.591 billion, set to become a Latin American Union;

• the Cooperation Council for the Arab States of the Gulf (CCASG): established in 1981, consisting of 6 nation-states in Arabia totalling 0.50 billion;

• the East-African Community (EAC): established in 1967 and again in 2000, consisting of 6 nation-states in East Africa totalling 0.169 billion, a proposed political Union;

• the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO): established in Tehran in 1985, consisting of 10 nation-states totalling 0.463 billion;

• the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU): established in 2015, consisting of 5 nation-states in Northern Eurasia including Russia totalling 0.183 billion;

• the European Union (EU): established in 1993, having grown out of
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